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thomas ¢ hall

1348 sudden valley
beilingham, wa 98229

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telaphone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for jaw enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-ryn argund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive delibherations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aaggdressive and expansive reading af the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tc our personal cammunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ur
even rogue government agents tp access our personal communications. Past
afforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technaologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

thomas ¢ hall and lerina a hal)
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Ken Thomson

451 Clinton Avenue H3E
broaklyn, ny 11238

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poweli
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cencerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reqguirement is necessary. Longstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the goverpment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
spurces }ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ken Thomson
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Andres Cuervo
1349 Seagrape Cir.
weston, f1 33328

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring &ll
new homes be built with a peephoie for law enfarcement to Togk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative nrocess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge youy to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I laok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Andres Cuervo
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81ice Leuchtag
PO Box 74
Bandera, T¥ 78003

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the iegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persopal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggesticon of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I laook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Alice Leuchtag
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irley A. George

1505 Sheppard Road Lot 56
Burkhurnett, Tewxas 76354

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department aof Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication seryices be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct survaillance. The FBI is5 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdroppinrg. Tt is the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephcle for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatian between sources 1ike phone companies and dats
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppoertunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you O opposé the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Shirley A. Ceorge
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Michael Wilkinson

1134 N. Bosart Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 45201

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 205534

FCC Chairman Powell:

as a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can callect informatjon between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legqislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creatine the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this snrt of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies shouid have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michae]l Wilkinsan
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Yolanda Mchr

1006 Prospect Ave.
Bethlehem, Pa 18018

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am wrifing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government savesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look throuah.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue goverhment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely.,

Yolanda Mohr
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Renc T. Tibke

623 SW Park Avenue #702
Portland, OR 37205

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do hat believe this requirement is necessary., longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build jts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to leok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created 3 rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Reno T. Tibke
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Pat White

10525 Texwond
E1 Pasao, TX 79325
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March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a copcerned individual, I am writing te express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for JTaw enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries For how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone comparies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requirine a master key to our persanal <ommunications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gyen rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urae you to oppose the dahgerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Pat White
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CAROL LEWENSON

19249 NE 5 CT
NORTH MIAMI BEACH, Fiorida 33179

March 49, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cemmunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually buitd its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal commupnications. Past
effarts ta provide this sart of backdoar access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

on<e again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

CAROL  LEVENSON
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Courtney Fischer

1417 Manitou Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93105

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Cammunications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing te express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the F8I to conduct suryeillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after esxtensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike ghone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Gnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Courtney C. Fischer
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Carlyn GCoodwin

6856 Arboreal
Dallas, tx 73231

March 19, 2084

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federail Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry fo actually build its systems arounc
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephale for Taw enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, pPast
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppcse the dancerous suggestion of the Department of
Tuystice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carly Coodwin



Mary Ungaro
7425 Sepulveda Bl. #19
Van Nuys, Ca 91405

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not beliesve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephoale for Taw enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
gavernment is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mary Ungaro

Thu 25 Mar 2004 05:42:16 AM EST P,
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Mira Talbaott-Pcpe

530 Mann Nolta Ridge Rd.
Chico, CA 953973

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tao conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arount
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources }ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoof access have not been successful and
onty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Mira Talbatt-Pope
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Craig LUBOW

630 Minneseta Ave. #2259
Kansas City, KS 68101

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urde vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward tao hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Craig A. Lubow
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Ansan Wigner

276 W Peakview Ave
Littleton, CO 80120

March 19, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streaet SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn te the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Inhternet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is geing far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s agyressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to pur personal communications. the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have buiit—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Anson Wigner



Thu 25 Mar 2004 05:36:30 AM EST O
Laren Zimmermann

395 Caunty Road
Barrington, Rhode Island 02806

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 204954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyeond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI ¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tc our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EVEN rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Laren Zimmermann
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Stanley Plesser

7938 Canterbury
Prairie VWillage, Xansas 66208

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Interpet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through,

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
eEven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stan & Carcle Plesser
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Max & Irma Wender

PO Box 30323
Oakland, California 94604

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajirman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 209554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositien to the
Department of Tustice s reguest ther all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative procecs to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal <ommunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communhication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your theouzhts oun this matter.

Sincerely,

Max & Irma Wender
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steve lyons

735 n. court st.  HZe
rockford, 11linois 61103

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavasdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gnvernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thievaes ? or
eyen rague covernment adents ? to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of Phackdoor? access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technoleogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts eon this matter.

Sincerely,

steve
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arren Wright
1011 Stanford Ave
Gakland, (& S4B08

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

fFCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actuaily build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries far how
the FBI c¢an collect infarmation between sources Yike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Por esven
rogue government agents Pto access our personal csmmunications. Past efforts
to pravide this sort of backdoor?access have not been successful and only
created a rich ocpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Warren W Wright
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Moe Kafka

123 Livingston Ave.
New Brunswick, NJ 08301

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael? Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perschal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Moe Kafka
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Cynthia Meyer

1401 Ordway Place
Nashville, TN 37206

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chaitrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cppositien to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the F¥BI to conduct surveillance., The FBI is geoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very c¢oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s acgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful baltance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Bven rogue government agents tn access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Meyer
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Zack Hall

1261 N Laurel Ave
West Hollywood, CA 30048

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiens, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ceollect information between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that cur new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping. :

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Zack Hall



Thu 25 Mar 2004 05:48:08 AM EST P. 8
James Auld

2005 Magnolia Ave.
Manhattan Beach, CA 902E6

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing teo express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-maili. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to sur personal communicaticns, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thaughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Auld



